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Ignorance and indifference were the hallmarks of President Bush’s March 13 press conference. The president’s own 
careless attitude to the proceedings seemed matched by the perfunctory approach of his questioners. 

The assembled reporters failed to react even to the most transparent evasions, and took Bush’s non sequiturs for 
good coin. Both sides seemed to be going through the motions—^Bush with his ever-present smirk, the journalists 
with their obsequious demeanor and snickering response to the president’s sarcastic asides. 

The questions from the press focused largely on Middle East policy and the recent revelation that the Pentagon is 
reviewing and expanding the options for using nuclear weapons. But no one so much as suggested that the decision 
to send the US envoy. General Anthony Zinni, back to Israel highlighted Washington’s culpability in the military 
outrages committed by Ariel Sharon, who was given a green light to escalate his war against the Palestinians by the 
previous withdrawal of Zinni, accompanied by pointed American denunciations of Yassir Arafat. 

Nor did any reporter challenge Bush’s disingenuous claims that the Nuclear Posture Review—dramatically lowering 
the bar for the use of nuclear weapons and specifically targeting seven countries for possible nuclear attack—^was 
simply a defensive measure aimed at deterring others from using “weapons of mass destruction.” 

No less significant than the questions asked was the silence on a range of controversial issues. The reporters were 
mute on some of the most important political events of the past six months. Amazingly, the words “Afghanistan” and 
“Enron” were never uttered by the media stalwarts, while Bush himself referred to the war in Central Asia only in 
response to a question on the whereabouts of Osama bin Laden. 

This despite the fact that recent days had seen major developments on both fronts: the most intensive ground combat 
since the US began bombing Afghanistan last October, with the first significant American casualties, and the 
revelation that Secretary of the Army Thomas White, an Enron executive before he joined the Bush administration, 
retained his stock options in the company until last month. 

Nor was Bush asked about new reports condemning the US treatment of Afghan POWs being held at Guantanamo 
Bay, including a highly critical resolution from the Organization of American States, usually a rubber stamp for US 
foreign policy. 

Other important issues were ignored. Bush was not asked about his decision to impose huge tariffs on imported steel, 
an action that has inflamed relations between the United States and Europe and stands in obvious conflict with his 
professed belief in free trade principles. 

Bush was not asked about new budget projections showing the federal surplus has been entirely wiped out by last 
year’s tax cut for the wealthy, the recession, and the cost of the “war on terrorism.” 

No reporter raised the March 5 primary election in California, where his chosen candidate for the Republican 
gubernatorial nomination was roundly defeated. 

Most significantly. Bush was not asked about his decision to establish a “shadow government” after the September 11 













terrorist attacks—a decision only revealed March 1 in the Washington Post. The entire American media, the 
supposed “watchdog” of democracy, displayed its tacit support for Bush’s behind-the-scenes planning for dictatorial 
rule. 

Bush devoted his opening statement to his nomination of Charles Pickering to the 5th Circuit Court of Appeals, 
suggesting that the Democrats in Congress were undermining the authority of the executive branch and weakening 
the judiciary by leaving the position vacant. 

No reporter asked him to square this posture of defense of constitutional principles and the separation of powers with 
the White House policy on the “shadow government,” which provides for a secret regime in fortified bunkers 
consisting exclusively of executive branch officials, with no provision for the legislative or judicial branches—a policy 
that was undertaken without even notifying the leadership of Congress. Or his denial of the request by the General 
Accounting Office, a congressional agency, for a list of participants in the closed-door meetings held by Vice 
President Dick Cheney’s energy task force last spring. Or his opposition to Congress’s request that his Director of 
Homeland Defense, Tom Ridge, appear before a congressional committee to explain the administration’s request for 
tens of billions of dollars in security outlays. 

The questions that the reporters did ask seemed to disappear into the void, as Bush made unresponsive comments, 
only vaguely related to the subject at hand, and was never called to order or challenged in follow-up questions. 

He was asked whether he agreed with the statement of United Nations Secretary General Kofi Annan characterizing 
the Israeli posture as an “illegal occupation of Palestinian lands.” Bush replied with a few platitudes about his desire 
for peace, and mildly criticized the actions of the Sharon government, but ignored the specific question. 

The US president threatened Iraq with nuclear attack, using the same words—“we’ve got all options on the table”— 
to describe both the review of nuclear weapons policy and his attitude towards the government of Saddam Hussein. 
But no reporter picked up on the repetition, or asked Bush directly whether the United States was planning to use 
nuclear weapons as part of the impending attack on Iraq. 

Bush refiised to give any specifics about where US troops might next be on the move, or whether the “war on 
terrorism” would be extended to countries whose governments opposed US intervention. He dismissed one such 
question as a “cleverly worded hypothetical,” as though any inquiry into future US actions was illegitimate. 

At one point he reiterated his position that the military, not elected civilian authorities, should decide where and how 
the US wages war, saying the main lesson of Vietnam was that “politics” should not be allowed to interfere with the 
prerogatives of the military brass. Such statements not only reflect ignorance of the US Constitution and hostility to 
core democratic principles, but amount to a presidential green light to the most bellicose and reckless sections of the 
military to do as they please. 

As the press conference wore on. Bush’s responses became more and more disjointed, his body language and 
expression more simian, his words more simplistic. Finally, he descended to sophomoric jokes and calling reporters 
by pet names, which seemed to please the journalists no end. 

In his final response. Bush made a comment indicating his own place in the deliberations of his administration. Asked 
about US support for a UN resolution that had just passed the Security Council, calling for the establishment of an 
independent Palestinian state. Bush replied, “I don’t know the timing. All I know is the things start showing up on my 
desk—desk or radar screen, same thing. About 24 hours ago.” 

The presidential press conference has long been a staple of American politics. The president of the United States, the 
proverbial most powerful man in the world,” answers questions on the most important policy issues of the day, 
posed to him by a press corps that in theory adopts a critical or even adversarial stance. 

Like much else in American political life, this picture has long been at odds with reality. The steady shift to the right 
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Daschle Studies Bush Terror Spending 
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By DA VID HO, Associated Press Writer 

WASHINGTON (AP) -Senate Majority Leader Tom Daschle says he hopes it won't be necessary to subpoena 
mquS bmTIn fptiL anti-terrorism spending 

■lillfO'!'"® House has opposed Edge's appearance at a Senate hearing, but a Bush spokesman expressed hope for a 
satisfactory resolution" that would get lawmakers the necessary information. 

D^schle^D us. There is just too much at stake," 

uasctile, U-b.D., said Sunday. "Coercion is not ever my first choice." 

m 1 ?°^ ^ of the options at this point. But we're hoping it is not a necessary one. We are still hoping 

that they will have a change of heart," Daschle said on CBS' "Face the Nation." ^ ^ 

Administration officials say Ridge has privately briefed lawmakers but his refusal to appear before a congressional 
committee follows the tradition that a member of a president's immediate staff does not testify formally to Congress. 

The administration wants spending on domestic security to double next year to $38 billion. 

T a satisfactory resolution of this issue that allows Congress to receive information they 

need while allowing the president to receive confidential advice," White House spokesman Gordon Johndroe said^ 

Asked whether that left the door open for Ridge to testify before Congress, Johndroe declined to comment. 

"It IS highly unusual to demand that a person who has no formal office other than as an adviser to the president has 
to come up and testify to Congress," said Sen. Orrin Hatch (news, bio, voting record V R-Utah. 

hlSrers ^ “<* he should come before 

.o“pick“eS;g^ ^ of trying 









































"He's already indicated he's willing to meet with senators," Nickles said on "Fox News Sunday" "But to have him no 

before each individual appropriation committee and so on, I think is ridiculous." 


The two top senators on the Senate Appropriations Committee, chairman Robert Byrd, D-W.Va., and Republican 
Ted Stevens of Alaska, wrote Bush on Friday asking to meet to discuss Ridge's refusal to testify. They said Ridge 
has more power than the ordinary presidential adviser, coordinating spending by more than 80 federal agencies. 
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Senate GOP Mulls Options on Judges 

Mon Mar 18, 8:41 AM ET 

WASHINGTON - Senate Republicans will do "whatever is necessary" to ensure that majority Democrats hold 
r„5r iudiciifnooonees. a lead" g GOP°“ “d 

thi ntrtkTr u voti ng record ), the assistant minority leader, were the latest in 

bickering following the party-line defeat last week of a White House nomine^e for the U S Cnnrt of 


Appeals. 


Tearini h1ho c j™!'* have been holding up the nomination process and 20 Bush nominees have not had 

teamgs ,n the Senate Judicaiy Comm.ttee (news - websites). Some nominees have been waiting almost a ye^ he 

ZsomeTht'ng®-‘ 8°”8 '"he up these judges, or else Republicans are going to 

nomtifi““ "’<= ““^e using Senate procedures to hold up Democrat 

SLSS “Sroul'®'' ® '’““"8 of 

f of Bush's judicial nominees to lose in the committee. After the defeat Minority Leader Trent 

ott of Mississippi, a longtime Pickering friend, said he would block one of Majority Leader Tom Da^schle's aides 
from getting on the Federal Communications Commission (n^ - websHes). 

^ “ '"-^'^ate the intelligence community's 

Lott has insisted his plan to block Bush's FCC (news - web sites) nomination of 39-year-old Jonathan S Adelstein a 
legislative assistant for Daschle since 1995, has nothing to do with the Pickering vote ’ 

"Adelstein had nothing to do with the Pickering nomination, so to lash out at him is an unfortunate set of 
















































circumstances that I hope that will cause Senator Lott to reconsider," Daschle said on CBS' "Face the Nation." 
Daschle, D-S.D., said Democrats are "going to do the best we can to deal with all of the judges that have been 


When Democrats took over the Senate m June, they warned they would be tough on Bush's judicial nominees they 
thought too conservative. Democrats said Republicans had thwarted or stalled many of former Democratic President 
Clinton (n^ - web sitesj's nominees with similar tactics when they controlled the Senate. 

The Judiciary Committee chairman. Sen. Patrick Leahy (ne^, bjo, voting record ). D-Vt. has suggested he would 
not allow potentially controversial Bush choices to come before the committee until other nominees went through 


Email this story - View most popular | Formatted version 


Politics Tools 


Elected Officials 


Enter Your ZIP Code: 



or Search by State 


Issues & Action Politics Extras 


Select An Issue Area: 

|Select Issue Area 



Letters To Leaders - The 
pulse of the nation 
Federal Agencies - 

Cabinet officials, 
departments and agencies 


Links and services provided by Capitol Advantage. 


News Resources 

Message Boards : Post/Read Msgs (492 msg Mar 18,8:06 am et) 

News Alerts; President Clinton | FCC | Federal 
Co mmunications Commission | Sen. Don Nickla.t; | Sen. 
Patrick Leahy | Judiciary Committee | President Bu.sh 

More Alerts: News Bulletins . News . Mobile . Stocks 


ADVERTISEMENT 

Weekly Specials 

• Access Your PC from Anywhere - Free Download 

• R ent all the DVDs you want. $20 a month- Trv FREE! 

> Get 4 free trial issues of TIME Magazine 

• MON EY Magazine - Open a TD Waterhouse IRA 

• FRE E Auto Insurance Quotes from StateFarm.com® 

• Quick, detailed Auto insurance quotes. 

• Get Th e New York Times delivered right to your door - Click 
Here 

» FREE credit report & trial membership! 


News Search 




Search: ^ Stories ^ Photos ^ AudioWideo 


I Advanced 
Full Coverage 


Copyright © 2002 The Abated Press. All rights reserved. The information contained in the AP News report may not be published, 
broadcast, rewntten or redistributed without the prior written authority of The Associated Press 
Copyright © 2002 Yahoo! Inc. All rights reserved. 

Questions or Comments 
Privacy Policy - Terms of Service 
































































